THE DEFENCE OF THE EMPIRE
latter position we would naturally point out that if
access to raw materials and markets is really what is
sought, the policy we proposed to uphold provides
such access to all alike and not merely to those who
happen to be momentarily strong. Such a policy
would be characteristically collective in that the rule
or principle would be protective of the interests of
those supporting it; that we ourselves were prepared
to abide by the rule we offered to others.
One may perhaps safely assume that such an
international regime, if established, would suit our
economic needs better than one in which colonies had
been ceded to a foreign state to be thereupon closed
to us; that we could obtain more support, more allies,
for the policy of the door open to all than for the
privilege of retaining an empire closed to others. By
far the greater security, alike political and economic,
inheres in the former of the two courses.
But it is not the course we have been pursuing.
The story of retreat which follows indicates that
we have got further and further away from such a
policy; that the effect of such retreat is to diminish
still further the chances of making the policy effective.
Our course would seem to have been based on the
assumption that we could continue steadily worsening
our strategic position and then ultimately be strong
enough of our own power to resist, without allies, not
merely any one of the states to which we had yielded
but even a combination of them, and to wage such a
war not on behalf of a situation which others have an
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